Introduction
In this book a transnationalist conceptualisation of globalisation is adopted. With respect to this, there is one important point to underline; although in absolute terms the countries marginalised from globalisation may seem to have improved some of their economic or social indicators, what is relevant for the analysis is how they fare in relative terms. As further elaborated below and in subsequent chapters, the argument is not that the countries considered have not gathered any benefits from globalisation or have not been integrated at all, but rather that they have gathered fewer benefits than other countries and therefore, in relative terms, their position in the global political economy has worsened. This is particularly relevant if we consider that the definition of globalisation adopted here implies that it is a dynamic process, a sort of virtuous circle that once activated produces more and more integration. Indeed, a conceptualisation of globalisation resting on the central role played by technological development entails the need for a constant updating and requalification of skills for societies to keep up with scientific progress (Mittelman 2000; Robinson 2004) .
Societies failing to embark on this constant updating, although they in absolute terms may gain some skills, are doomed to be progressively more and more marginalised from globalisation and therefore be more and more worse off.
The Paradox of Marginalisation 77
This poses the problem of the polarisation of wealth in both social and geographical terms. Those societies and societal strata who already have access to educational and vocational systems and have the economic possibility of remaining in education for longer, if not to stay in education forever (the so called concept of the 'knowledge society'), are in a much better position in the global political economy. On the contrary, the lower strata of society, as well as the weakest ones, like the elders or the women, and especially those living in marginalised countries, will be increasingly left aside by the fast moving world of the new skills necessary to keep up with globalisation. It follows that the social and geographical wealth gap is deemed to increase, leading to the paradox of 'marginalisation within globalisation'. Indeed, as Mittelman puts it:
The further away populations are from the global economy, whether in rich or poor countries, the worse they fare in terms of well-being, wealth and social protection. These divisions exist not only between states but also within states. (Mittelman 2000: 122) In light of this, the first section of this chapter is devoted to verifying the level of technological integration (or marginalisation) of the Arab world and the MENA countries and their capacity to catch up with the skills necessary to gather the full benefits of globalisation.
However, in the transnationalist perspective, the restructuring of production leading to flexible specialisation does not rely only on a change in the techno-economic structure of a specific territory, but also implies cultural transformations affecting civil society (Mittelman 2000: 122-123) . Indeed, in the transnationalist conceptualisation, globalisation is a dialectical, dynamic process affecting civil society, transforming societal institutions and conducing to the establishment of the new social relations (Mittelman 2000) . Thus, as Mittelman puts it:
In so far as the flexible specialisation model as a productive system requires strong relations with civil society, socio-cultural institutions may represent either a constraining or a potentially enabling factor. (Mittelman 2000: 122-123) It is therefore necessary to analyse also the evolution of civil society institutions and social capital in the MENA area to see how they have been modified by globalisation-induced economic restructuring. This is the subject of the second section of this chapter.
